Soats 12 

Frederick. 5*0. 21701 
August 12, 1976 



fir. fosn A. AUSA 

Rees 3T3C-C 

U.S, district Court Suildisg 
tfashiagte», 8.C. 20001 

ifcsar Mr. Oagas: 

f fo tfr* yes for the copy of your Response to my Notice for Certification of Compliance 
In C.A. 75-19%. 

I feav« read It and the attachments In toast# In the event I hear frm Vr. Usar before 
se leaves an the trip froa which toe will not re tars* until Labor Say weaker, a. 

Aside fro* thanking y m for sending m these papers, I have another purpose. Is ex- 
plaining It 1 begin toy resslodfag you «f mr first meeting after the February 11 states 
call; In particular, our conversation near tbs elevators. 

Toe aay net have believed what I teld you ttosft m4 nave reseated sines. I was being 
honest end spas with you, as I told yea I was and as, if It is necessary, I will prove, 
sose thing else I then told you. 

I tele you 1 hays a© ulterior purpose and that 1 want no scandals, I else told you 
that I do want ces^liaata with the request, full ce*pt lance. Tes had Just told th« 
Court and us that yaa were §©i»§ t§ file an affidavit ef f«ll easplitsea. I told yss 
tfcat If yea iU I would prove It was perjuri-asss sad that if ym ssi m prior knowledge 
of it, ®y telling you of It weald pwi ym ta i m pesii&a of suborning perjury, I told 
ygo 1 weald confront any falsa, deceptive or aisrepresentative swearing directly 
because I would bate no alternative. I asked you not to prosaist se with this need be- 
cause tf you did 1 would have to sect it. 

Tits only IMicatloes that you heeded m st all &ra in your deliberate stalling and 

filing of sworn equivocations. 

As sne example of your deliberate stonewalling I cite souths of m&ny promises of 
filings you have mt md$. Of these 1 eit« but two. Tsu told the Court sad us that 
yo« hot; expected as affidavit f real ^eislao Shea, that it sad bees executed' sad that 
yoa would he ffllnf It promptly. To this day you have not provided it. sleeks have 
passaa. If ysa are going t», I would 11k* & espy so I can go over It «s»4 give Hr, 

Usar a s#«e by ta# tise he returns, whee the judge Issued a verbal ardor, you first 
asked that It be is writing m4 tins# that it be delayed until yea could file papers 
that to tbit d ay you have not filed. 

you fil* three of what you call affidavits. Two are not affidavits, frss the 
SCOplas you seat ®s. They say bo drafts of affidavits but they are not executed. I 
have toad previous experience wits these unsigned affidavits provided toy four office, 

(See C.A. 2331-7? and C.A. 75-225 and the reread decision in C.A. 75-226.) 

Ta« osly os® that is actually sworn to in the copies you provided se is sated a aonth 

Ago. Of the other ts®, ana says it Is 'Sated . <&ly 12, lf7€** Sated It say be. Sworn 

ic it is not. Thera regains the third, the latest date la which is wort than three 
sooths la the past. It is not executed eod there Is no explanation for the long delay 
In providing It. Of of sending m a copy that is not executed & -sofltb after it was 
executed. 




